
To: Riddle, Diane@Waterboards[Diane.Riddle@waterboards.ca.gov]; Squires, 
Kim@fws.gov[kim_squires@fws.gov] 
Cc: Worth, Daniei@Waterboards[Daniei.Worth@waterboards.ca.gov]; Foresman, 
Erin[Foresman.Erin@epa.gov]; Kim_S_ Turner@fws.gov[Kim_S_ Turner@fws.gov] 
From: Cabrera-Stagno, Valentina 
Sent: Thur 1/22/2015 4:50:50 PM 
Subject: RE: Section 7 consultation on WQCP Update 

Dial-In Number(s): (866) 299-3188 

Conference Code: (415) 972-5623 

From: Riddle, Diane@Waterboards [mailto:Diane.Riddle@waterboards.ca.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21,20151:26 PM 
To: Cabrera-Stagno, Valentina; Squires, Kim@fws.gov 
Cc: Worth, Daniei@Waterboards; Foresman, Erin; Kim_S_ Turner@fws.gov 
Subject: RE: Section 7 consultation on WQCP Update 

From: Cabrera-Stagno, Valentina L'-'-"="-'-==~~=~~~~===~J 
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 7:01 PM 
To: Squires, ~'-'==="-'­
Cc: Riddle, Diane@Waterboards; Worth, Daniei@Waterboards; ~=~=~==~· 

Subject: RE: Section 7 consultation on WQCP Update 
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From: Squires, Kim •'-'-'-~~=:.:_,::;_=.:..=.::~~=-""=-'--' 
Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 7:07AM 
To: Cabrera-Stagno, Valentina 
Cc: =-:.:=.:.::=:-;==~-=-==-'-'::::.=====--=-· =-==~..::.=~~-=-==-'-'::::.=====--=-· Foresman, Erin; 
Turner, Kim 
Subject: Re: Section 7 consultation on WQCP Update 

Just to clarify Valentina's email Kim and I are both from US Fish and Wildlife Service. I will be 
able to attend or call in but will only be representing our agency. 

On Jan 14, 2015 7:42PM, "Cabrera-Stagno, Valentina" 
wrote: 

Just putting this on our calendars now to hold it for us. This turned out to be the only time 
that worked for all (almost, Kim Turner can likely not make it but Kim Squires thinks she 
can cover it for both agencies). I will update this with a call in number as I believe we will all 
be scattered. Erin has to be in SF the morning of this day so won't be able to be in 
Sacramento in person but can dial in. 

For reference below is my email with the list of items the agencies aid would be needed for 
Section 7 consultation. 
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Thank you, 

-Valentina 

Dear Diane, Mark and Larry, 

We had some very productive discussions with you about the WQCP Phase I work over the 
summer. One of the things we discussed during those conversations is that EPA action on 
water quality standards will be subject to Section 7 compliance with the Services under the 
Endangered Species Act. We followed up on this with the Services by asking them to 
describe what kind of information and at what level of detail would be required to consult 
under Section 7 of ESA. 

They gave us a list of information and analysis they would need and we are hoping as 
much of this information as possible will be included in the either the next version of the 
Phase I Draft SED or the final SED. 

Information and quantification of the positive or negative impacts the proposed action will 
have on the species and critical habitat listed below will be necessary for us to complete 
consultation. 

Threatened Central Valley spring-run Chinook salmon and their critical habitat 

Threatened Central Valley steelhead and their critical habitat 

Threatened Southern Distinct Population Segment of North American green sturgeon 
and their proposed critical habitat 

Threatened Delta smelt and their critical habitat 

As the originators of much of the modeling used to interpret the impacts of the proposed 
changes your perspective on the impacts to these special status species would be much 
appreciated. I understand the upcoming draft will include impacts (in many cases benefits) 
to fall-run Chinook that were not quantified in the prior draft. If this additional analysis of 
aquatic resource impacts could be expanded to include the special status species listed 
above, that would be informative for EPA and Services in our upcoming discussions as well 
as the public during the next public review. In particular, information on impacts to the 
federally listed species and their designated critical habitat regarding abundance, 
reproduction, distribution, diversity and habitat quality and function will be necessary. 
Analysis of loss or gain of spatial or temporal aspects of critical habitat, forage, 
shelter/cover and corridors will also be needed. 

It will also advance our discussions with the Services if the revised SED includes an 
explanation of how the proposed flows will compare with the Reasonable Prudent 
Alternative for the long-term operations of the Central Valley Project and State Water 
Project and NMFS Operations Criterion and Plan (OCAP) opinion. 

ED_000733_PSTs_00005534-00003 



It would probably be good for us to schedule a time to talk about what will and will not be 
included in the revisions and how EPA can best build on the modeling done for the SED to 
obtain any missing information. 

Thank you, 

-Valentina 
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